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wia€Dep€trtn}eqt 
of 


1400  So..  19th 
Bozemari,  MT   59715 


December  20,  1993 


TO:      Environmental  Quality  Council,  Capitol  Building,  Room  106,  POB  201704,  Helena,  MT 
59620-1704 

Dept.  of  Health  &  Environmental  Sciences,  Director's  Office,  Cogswell  Building,  POB 
200901,  Helena,  MT  59620-0901 
Dept.  of  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 

Director's  Office 

Parks  Division  -  Arnie  Olson 

Fisheries  Division-Bruce  Rehwinkel 

Wildlife  Division 

Regional  Supervisor 

Lands  Section 

Design  and  Construction 

Ljegal  Unit  -  Beata  Galda 

Mary  Ellen  McDonald 
Montana  Historical  Society,  State  Historic  Preservation  Office,  POB  201202,  Helena, 
MT   59620-1202 

Montana  State  Library,  1515  E.  Sixth  Ave.,  POB  201800,  Helena,  MT   59620-1800 
Jim  Jensen,  Montana  Environmental  Information  Center,  POB  1184,  Helena,  MT  59624 
Janet  Ellis,  Montana  Audubon  Council,  P.O.  Box  924,  Helena,  MT   59624 
George  Ochenski,  P.O.  Box  689,  Helena,  MT  59624 
Jefferson  County  Commissioners,  Courthouse,  Boulder,  MT  59632 
Jerry  DeMarco,  2708  W.  Mendenhall,  Bozeman,  MT  59715 

Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 


The  enclosed  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  has  been  prepared  for  a  proposed  road 
improvement  project  at  Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State  Park,  and  is  submitted  for  your 
consideration.  Questions  and  comments  will  be  accepted  until  5  p.m.,  February  2,  1994.  If  you 
have  questions,  feel  free  to  contact  me  at  994-4042.  All  comments  may  be  sent  to  the 
undersigned  at  1400  So.  19th,  Bozeman,  MT   59715. 


Thank  you  for  your  interest. 
Sincerely, 


E.  Richard  Vincent 
Acting  Regional  Supervisor 
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MONTANA  STATE  LIBRARY 

1515  E.  6th  AVE. 
HELENA,  MONTANA  59620 


DRAFT 


MEPA/NEPA/HB495  CHECKLIST 


PART  I.    PROPOSED  ACTION  DESCRIPTION 

1  .Type  of  Proposed  State  Action  Repair  and  maintenance  of  existing  State  Park  road  and 
parking  area  with  an  asphalt  overlay  and  new  paving  over  primary  campground  gravel 
travelwavs. 

2. Agency  Authority  for  the  Proposed  Action  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks 

3. Name  of  Project   Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State  Park  Roadway  Paving  Project 

4. Name,  Address  and  Phone  Number  of  Project  Sponsor  (if  other  than  the  agency) 
Agency 

5. If  Applicable: 

Estimated  Construction/Commencement  Date   April  1  5,  1994 
Estimated  Completion  Date   No  later  than  Sept.  15,1 994 
Current  Status  of  Project  Design  (%  complete)   90% 


6. Location  Affected  by  Proposed  Action  (county,  range  and  township) 
Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State  Park,  Jefferson  County,  R2W,  T1N 

7. Project  Size:  Estimate  the  number  of  acres  that  would  be  directly  affected  that  are  currently: 


(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


Developed: 
residential 
industrial  . 


acres 
acres 


Open  Space/Woodlands/ 
Recreation 91  acres 


Wetlands/Riparian 
Areas 


(d) 
(e) 


Floodplain 


Productive: 
irrigated  cropland 
dry  cropland    .  .  . 

forestry  

rangeland    

other    


acres 


acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 


acres 


8. Map/site  plan:  attach  an  original  8  1/2"  x  11"  or  larger  section  of  the  most  recent  USGS 
7.5'  series  topographic  map  showing  the  location  and  boundaries  of  the  area  that  would  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  action.  A  different  map  scale  may  be  substituted  if  more  appropriate 
or  if  required  by  agency  rule.   If  available,  a  site  plan  should  also  be  attached. 

Topographic  map  and  site  plan  attached. 


Rev.  3/2 


9. Narrative  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Action  or  Project  including  the  Benefits  and  Purpose  of 
the  Proposed  Action. 

The  Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State  Park  paving  project  would  repair  the  existing  3.2  mile 
entrance  road  and  the  main  Visitor  Center  parking  lot  with  a  2  inch  asphalt  overlay  covering 
the  exisiting  pavement  on  these  facilities.  It  would  also  allow  for  the  new  paving  of  existing 
primary  gravel  travelways,  including  7  roadway  pullouts,  2  picnic  area  parking  lots,  2  trailer 
parking  lots  and  800  linear  yards  of  the  campground  entrance  and  perimeter  road. 

The  dangerous  "Y"  intersection  at  the  park  entrance  would  be  eliminated,  with  one  side  of  the 
entrance  area  being  removed  from  vehicular  through  use  and  reclaimed  to  a  natural  state  with 
native  grasses  and  shrubs. 

The  maintenance  of  the  existing  roadway,  which  is  in  very  poor  repair,  would  be  substantially 
enhanced  with  a  surfacing  which  is  expected  to  last  for  a  minimum  of  20  years. 

Approximately  200  feet  of  roadbed  subgrade  repair  would  also  take  place,  with  the  repaired 
subgrade  area  receiving  a  new  asphalt  surfacing.  No  other  reconstruction  would  occur;  all 
affected  roadways,  pullouts  and  parking  areas  are  preexistent  and  no  new  construction  or 
widening  of  these  existing  facilities  would  occur. 

This  project  would  enhance  visitors'  safety  and  comfort  during  their  stay  at  the  park  and 
improve  the  efficiency  of  park  operations  by  substantially  reducing  maintenance  needs  and 
costs  over  the  next  twenty  years,  and  by  reducing  dust  and  noise  on  and  along  the  currently 
unpaved  surfaces  in  the  campground,  pullouts  and  parking  areas. 


10. Listing  of  any  other  Local,  State  or  Federal  agency  that  has  overlapping  or  additional 
jurisdiction. 

(a)Permits: 
Agency  Name Permit Date  Filed/# ■ 

Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks,  Design  and  Construction  Bureau  -  planning 
and  design 

State  Historical  Preservation  Office  (SHPO)  -  archaeological  clearance 


(b)Funding: 

Aaencv  Name Funding  Amount 

Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks       $450,000 


(c)Other  Overlapping  or  Additional  Jurisdictional  Responsibilities: 
Agency  Name Type  of  Responsibility 

Montana  Department  of  Transportation       consultation  and  engineering  assistance 


1 


1 1  .List  of  Agencies  Consulted  During  Preparation  of  the  EA: 
Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  and  Field  Services  Division 
Montana  Department  of  Transportation,  Engineering  Division 


PART  II.  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


1.  LAND  RESOURCES 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor13 

Potentially 
Significant 

►   a.  Soil  instability  or  changes  in  geologic 
substructure? 

X 

1.a. 

b.  Disruption,  displacement,  erosion,  compaction, 
moisture  loss,  or  over-covering  of  soil  which  would 
reduce  productivity  or  fertility? 

X 

►  c.  Destruction,  covering  or  modification  of  any 
unique  geologic  or  physical  features? 

X 

1.C. 

d.  Changes  in  siltation,  deposition  or  erosion  patterns 
that  may  modify  the  channel  of  a  river  or  stream  or  the 
bed  or  shore  of  a  lake? 

X 

'  e.  Exposure  of  people  or  property  to  earthquakes, 
landslides,  ground  failure,  or  other  natural  hazard? 

X 

f.  Other    Removal  and  reclamation  of  hazardous 
roadway  approach,  restore  to  natural  condition. 

X 

l.f. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

1  .a.   No  soil  instability  or  changes  in  geologic  substructure  will  occur.  Graveled  roadways  will  experience  less  erosion  with 

an  asphalt  overlay. 

1  .c.  All  areas  which  have  been  identified  for  asphalting  have  a  previously  asphalted  surface  or  are  graveled  primary  vehicular 

travelways. 

1  .f.   A  section  of  the  "Y"  approach  at  the  park  entrance  will  be  eliminated.  This  action  will  result  in  a  safer  traffic  flow  and 

will  allow  for  the  removal  of  the  asphalt  cover  of  the  roadway,  and  its  restoration  to  natural  vegetative  ground  cover. 


\ 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


2.  AJR 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor13 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Emission  of  air  pollutants  or  deterioration  of 
ambient  air  quality?  (also  see  13  (c)) 

X 

2.a. 

b.  Creation  of  objectionable  odors? 

X 

c.  Alteration  of  air  movement,  moisture,  or 
temperature  patterns  or  any  change  in  climate,  either 
locally  or  regionally? 

X 

d.  Adverse  effects  on  vegetation,  including  crops,  due 
to  increased  emissions  of  pollutants? 

X 

e.4For  P-R/D-J  projects,  will  the  project  result  in  any 
discharge  which  will  conflict  with  federal  or  state  air 
quality  regs?    (Also  see  2a) 

f.  Other   N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Air  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

2. a.  No  emission  of  air  pollutants  will  occur,  other  than  dust,  noise  and  exhaust  from  heavy  equipment  during  the 
construction  process,  which  will  be  for  only  a  short  time  of  the  overall  project  period.  A  cleaner,  more  user  -  friendly 
environment  will  be  created  in  the  campground  area  with  the  elimination  of  dust  and  noise  associated  with  the  gravel  surface 
on  the  campground  perimeter  road. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  irr 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


r 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 

3.  WATER 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

) 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

i 

►  a.  Discharge  into  surface  water  or  any  alteration  of 
surface  water  quality  including  but  not  limited  to 
temperature,  dissolved  oxygen  or  turbidity? 

X 

3. a. 

b.  Changes  in  drainage  patterns  or  the  rate  and  amount  of 
surface  runoff? 

X 

see  3. a. 

c.  Alteration  of  the  course  or  magnitude  of  flood  water  or 
other  flows? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  the  amount  of  surface  water  in  any  water 
body  or  creation  of  a  new  water  body? 

X 

e.  Exposure  of  people  or  property  to  water  related  hazards 
such  as  flooding? 

X 

f.  Changes  in  the  quality  of  groundwater? 

X 

g.  Changes  in  the  quantity  of  groundwater? 

X 

h.  Increase  in  risk  of  contamination  of  surface  or 
groundwater? 

X 

i.  Effects  on  any  existing  water  right  or  reservation? 

X 

j.  Effects  on  other  water  users  as  a  result  of  any  alteration 
in  surface  or  groundwater  quality? 

X 

k.  Effects  on  other  users  as  a  result  of  any  alteration  in 
sjrface  or  groundwater  quantity? 

X 

] 

'  1.  ♦  ♦  For  P-R/D-J.  will  the  project  affect  a  designated 

floodplain?    (Also  see  3c) 

m.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  result  in  any  discharge 
that  will  affect  federal  or  state  water  quality  regulations? 
(Also  see  3a) 

n.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Water  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

3. a. and  b.  All  surface  runoff  is  taken  care  of  by  existing  drainage  ditches  and  borrow  ditches.  Under  the  negligable 
alterations  that  this  project  will  have  on  existing  drainage  patterns,  there  is  no  need  to  alter  any  drainage  facilities,  as  they 
are  quite  adequate.  Drainage  of  the  lower  parking  area  at  the  park  Visitor  Center  will  be  improved,  with  grading  eliminating 
low  spots  in  the  parking  area. 


1 

♦ 
♦  ♦ 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


4.  VEGETATION 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

X 

Unknown 

None 

Minor0 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Changes  in  the  diversity,  productivity  or  abundance 
of  plant  species  (including  trees,  shrubs,  grass,  crops, 
and  aquatic  plants)? 

X 

b.  Alteration  of  a  plant  community? 

X 

c.  Adverse  effects  on  any  unique,  rare,  threatened,  or 
endangered  species? 

X 

d.  Reduction  in  acreage  or  productivity  of  any 
agricultural  land? 

X 

e.  Establishment  or  spread  of  noxious  weeds? 

X 

4.e. 

f.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  affect  wetlands,  or 
prime  and  unique  farmland? 

g.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

4.e.  Reclaimed  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Information  Building  at  the  park  entrance  may  be  vulnerable  to  weed  infestation 
with  surface  disturbance  related  to  the  reclamation  process.  All  disturbed  areas  will  be  seeded  with  native  grasses.  The 
Region  3  State  Parks  weed  management  plan  will  address  any  infestation  of  noxious  weeds  in  this  disturbed  area. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  irr 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


►  5.  FISH/WILDLIFE 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Deterioration  of  critical  fish  or  wildlife  habitat? 

X 

b.  Changes  in  the  diversity  or  abundance  of  game  animals 
or  bird  species? 

X 

- 

c.  Changes  in  the  diversity  or  abundance  of  nongame 
species? 

X 

d.  Introduction  of  new  species  into  an  area? 

X 

e.  Creation  of  a  barrier  to  the  migration  or  movement  of 
animals? 

X 

f.  Adverse  effects  on  any  unique,  rare,  threatened,  or 
.  ^idangered  species? 

X 

g.  Increase  in  conditions  that  stress  wildlife  populations  or 
limit  abundance  (including  harassment,  legal  or  illegal 
harvest  or  other  human  activity)? 

X 

h.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  be  performed  in  anv  area 
in  which  T&E  species  are  present,  and  will  the  project 
affect  any  T&E  species  or  their  habitat?    (Also  see  5f) 

i.  ♦For  P-R/D-J.  will  the  project  introduce  or  export  anv 
species  not  presently  or  historically  occurring  in  the 
receiving  location?    (Also  see  5d) 

i.  Other:    N/A 

Jrrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

5.    No  impacts  will  occur  relating  to  wildlife  movement,  abundance,  habitat  or  diversity.   All  areas  affected  have  a  history 
of  vehicular  use. 


► 
♦ 
♦  ♦ 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


6.  NOISE/ELECTRICAL  EFFECTS 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated0 

Comment 
Index 

( 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Increases  in  existing  noise  levels? 

X 

b.  Exposure  of  people  to  serve  or  nuisance  noise  levels? 

X 

c.  Creation  of  electrostatic  or  electromagnetic  effects 
that  could  be  detrimental  to  human  health  or  property? 

X 

d.  Interference  with  radio  or  television  reception  and 
operation? 

X 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

6. a.  Paving  of  the  campground  perimeter  road  will  greatly  reduce  vehicular  noise  levels  in  and  around  the  campground  area, 
thus  improving  the  quality  of  the  park  visitor's  experience. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  irr       t 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


7.  LAND  USE 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 
Be 

Mitigated 

i 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  or  interference  with  the  productivity  or 
profitability  of  the  existing  land  use  of  an  area? 

X 

b.  Conflicted  with  a  designated  natural  area  or  area  of 
jnusual  scientific  or  educational  importance? 

X 

c.  Conflict  with  any  existing  land  use  whose  presence 
would  constrain  or  potentially  prohibit  the  proposed 
action? 

X 

d.  Adverse  effects  on  or  relocation  of  residences? 

X 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 
HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


8.  RISK/HEALTH  HAZARDS 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor0 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Risk  of  an  explosion  or  release  of  hazardous 
substances  (including,  but  not  limited  to  oil,  pesticides, 
chemicals,  or  radiation)  in  the  event  of  an  accident  or 
other  forms  of  disruption? 

X 

b.  Affect  an  existing  emergency  response  or  emergency 
,, -evacuation  plan  or  create  a  need  for  a  new  plan? 

X 

c.  Creation  of  any  human  health  hazard  or  potential 
hazard? 

X 

d.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  any  chemical  toxicants  be  used? 
(Also  see  8a) 

e.  Other:    Elimination  of  potential  hazards 

X 

8.e. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  J 

Secondary  Effed 

ts  on  Land  F 

iesources  (Att 

ach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if 

needed): 

8.e.  The  removal  of  one  side  of  the  nY"  approach  at  the  park  entrance  will  improve  the  safety  level  of  traffic  flow  in  the 
area.  The  asphalting  of  the  perimeter  roadway  in  the  park  campground  will  dampen  noise  and  dust  levels  in  the  campground, 
resulting  in  a  cleaner,  more  enjoyable  park  environment. 


♦ 
♦  ♦ 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


9.  COMMUNITY  IMPACT 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  In: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown0 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  the  location,  distribution,  density,  or 
growth  rate  of  the  human  population  of  an  area? 

X 

9.a. 

b.  Alteration  of  the  social  structure  of  a  community? 

X 

c.  Alteration  of  the  level  or  distribution  of  employment 
or  community  or  personal  income? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  industrial  or  commercial  activity? 

X 

e.  Increased  traffic  hazards  or  effects  on  existing 
transportation  facilities  or  patterns  of  movement  of 
people  and  goods? 

X 

9.e. 

f.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

9. a.    Improvement  of  facilities  will  have  positive  impact  to  tourism. 

9.e.    Use  pattern  of  vehicular  traffic  in  park  entrance  area  will  be  improved  with  safety  of  visitors  in  mind. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  im[ 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


10.  PUBLIC  SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor0 

Potentially 
Significant 

■ 

a.  Will  the  proposed  action  have  an  effect  upon  or 
result  in  a  need  for  new  or  altered  governmental 
services  in  any  of  the  following  areas:  fire  or  police 
protection,  schools,  parks/recreational  facilities,  roads 
or  other  public  maintenance,  water  supply,  sewer  or 
septic  systems,  solid  waste  disposal,  health,  or  other 
aovernmental  services?  If  anv.  specify:  park  facilities 
and  road  maintenance 

X 

10.a. 

b.  Will  the  proposed  action  have  an  effect  upon  the 
local  or  state  tax  base  and  revenues? 

X 

c.  Will  the  proposed  action  result  in  a  need  for  new 
acilities  or  substantial  alterations  of  any  of  the 
ollowing  utilities:  electric  power,  natural  gas,  other  fuel 

:  jpply  or  distribution  systems,  or  communications? 

X 

d.  Will  the  proposed  action  result  in  increased  used  of 
any  energy  source? 

X 

►  e.  Define  projected  revenue  sources 

X 

10.e. 

►  f.  Define  projected  maintenance  costs. 

X 

lO.f. 

g.  Other:  N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

10. a.  Annual  costs  for  maintenance  of  the  existing  roadway  are  now  at  over  $1,500  per  year,  with  the  amount  being  spent 
onually  continuing  to  rise  with  the  ever  increasing  rate  of  deterioration.  The  Department  of  Transportation  consultant  has 
.oformed  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks,  that  without  an  overlay  being  applied  within  the  next  few  years,  a 
complete  resurfacing  of  the  existing  road  would  have  to  take  place.  This  would  entail  the  removal  of  all  existing  asphalt, 
reconstruction  of  the  entire  roadway  subgrade  and  resurfacing  with  new  asphalt.  The  existing  asphalt  road  surface  will  soon 
be  deteriorated  to  the  point  where  annual  maintenance  will  no  longer  be  possible.  A  new  overlay  surface  is  expected  to  last 
a  minimum  of  20  years. 
10.e.    Motor  vehicle  fuel  tax  -  $450,000 

10.f.  A  new  overlay  will  reduce  the  projected  annual  maintenance  costs  on  the  existing  roadways  and  parking  areas  to  the 
point  that  they  will  be  eliminated  or  negligible  for  the  next  20  year  period. 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 
has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


►  11.  AESTHETICS/RECREATION 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor0 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  any  scenic  vista  or  creation  of  an 
aesthetically  offensive  site  or  effect  that  is  open  to 
public  view? 

X 

b.  Alteration  of  the  aesthetic  character  of  a  community 
or  neighborhood? 

X 

►  c.  Alteration  of  the  quality  or  quantity  of 
recreational/tourism  opportunities  and  settings?  (Attach 
Tourism  Report) 

X 

11.C. 

d.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  any  designated  or  proposed  wild 
or  scenic  rivers,  trails  or  wilderness  areas  be  impacted? 
(Also  see  11a,  11c) 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

1 1  x.  The  quality  of  the  recreational  experience  in  the  park  campground  will  be  enhanced  with  the  elimination  of  the  graveled 
surface  on  the  campground  perimeter  road.  Dust  and  road  noise  will  be  greatly  reduced.  Safety  of  park  visitors  will  be 
enhanced,  with  the  reconstruction  of  badly  eroded  road  shoulders  on  the  park  entrance  road.  Widening  of  the  roadway  will 
not  take  place,  with  the  road  remaining  at  its  1 8  -20  feet  width,  but  eroded  road  shoulders  will  be  reconstructed  with  the 
overlay.  The  realignment  of  the  entrance  area  approach  will  enhance  visitor  and  vehicular  safety.  Tourism  report  attached. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  Imf 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 

12 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


12.  CULTURAL/HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Destruction  or  alteration  of  any  site,  structure  or 
object  of  prehistoric  historic,  or  paleontological 
importance? 

X 

12.a. 

b.  Physical  change  that  would  affect  unique  cultural 
values? 

X 

c.  Effects  on  existing  religious  or  sacred  uses  of  a  site 
or  area? 

X 

d.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  affect  historic  or 
cultural  resources?  Attach  SHPO  letter  of  clearance. 
(Also  see  12. a) 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

12. a.    No  disturbance  of  areas  which  do  not  already  have  a  history  of  vehicular  use  will  occur.    SHPO  letter  of  clearance 
attached. 


> 


♦ 
♦  ♦ 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


13.  SUMMARY  EVALUATION  OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

Will  the  proposed  action,  considered  as  a 
whole: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Inde 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Have  impacts  that  are  individually  limited,  but 
cumulatively  considerable?  (A  project  or  program  may 
result  in  impacts  on  two  or  more  separate  resources 
which  create  a  significant  effect  when  considered 
together  or  in  total.) 

X 

b.  Involve  potential  risks  or  adverse  effects  which  are 
uncertain  but  extremely  hazardous  if  they  were  to 
occur? 

X 

c.  Potentially  conflict  with  the  substantive  requirements 
of  any  local,  state,  or  federal  law,  regulation,  standard 
or  formal  plan? 

X 

d.  Establish  a  precedent  or  likelihood  that  future  actions 
with  significant  environmental  impacts  will  be 
proposed? 

X 

e.  Generate  substantial  debate  or  controversy  about  the 
nature  of  the  impacts  that  would  be  created? 

X 

f.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  is  the  project  expected  to  have 
organized  opposition  or  generate  substantial  public 
controversy?  (Also  see  13e) 

0.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  list  any  federal  or  state  permits 
required. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

13.b.  Safety  concerns  on  this  3.2  mile,  winding  mountainous  roadway  need  to  be  addressed.  It  is  necessary  from  a  safety 
standpoint  to  keep  this  roadway  in  adequate  repair.  Serious,  potentially  fatal  accidents  could  occur  because  of  pronounced 
potholes  and  deteriorating  roadway  shoulders. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  i 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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m.      • 


2.  Description  and  analysis  of  reasonable  alternatives  (including  the  no  action  alternative)  to  the  proposed  action  whenever 
alternatives  are  reasonably  available  and  prudent  to  consider  and  a  discussion  of  how  the  alternatives  would  be  implemented: 

Three  alternatives  have  been  considered  for  this  proposal: 

. ..  Do  not  repave  or  apply  any  new  pavement  in  the  entire  park  (no  action  alternative).  Implementation  of  this  alternative 
would  leave  the  park  entrance  road  and  the  main  parking  lot  in  their  current  state  of  disrepair,  with  the  surfacing  deteriorating 
at  an  alarming  rate.  These  asphalt  surfaces  were  paved  in  the  1960s,  and  since  that  time,  have  never  received  a  complete 
overlay.  The  roadway  would  soon  deteriorate  beyond  the  possibilities  of  having  annual  maintenance  work  being 
accomplished  on  it.  Massive  potholes  in  the  road,  badly  eroding  road  shoulders  and  no  change  in  the  configuration  of  the 
"Y"  approach  at  the  park  entrance  could  create  serious  safety  concerns.  No  improvements  would  be  made  to  address  the 
dust  and  noise  problems  in  the  park  campground  and  picnic  areas.  Water  erosion  on  the  campground  entrance  road  anc 
picnic  area  approaches  would  continue.  $450,000  in  gas  tax  would  not  be  spent  on  this  project,  with  the  road  either  beirK 
permanently  closed  or  completely  reconstructed  at  a  later  date  with  substantially  more  funding  needed  to  accomplish  the 
project. 

B.  Resurface  the  park  entrance  road  and  visitor  center  parking  lot  only.  Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  greatly 
improve  the  problems  associated  with  the  current  deterioration  of  these  facilities,  but  would  do  little  to  help  with  the  part- 
entrance  area  safety  concerns  or  with  improving  facilities  in  the  campground,  picnic  areas  and  roadside  pullouts.  Wate. 
erosion,  dust  and  noise  would  continue  to  be  unaddressed  problems.  Approximately  $150,000  in  gasoline  tax  would  bc 
saved.  Annual  maintenance  costs  on  the  unpaved  areas  of  the  park  would  continue,  with  approxiumately  $1,000  beir 
spent  per  annum.  A  construction  period,  not  to  exceed  two  weeks  in  duration,  would  be  necessary  to  implement  this 
alternative.  During  this  time  frame,  there  would  be  temporary  holdups  in  traffic  flow  on  the  main  road  and  temporar  / 
inconveniences  in  parking  ease,  none  of  which  would  be  expected  to  surpass  one  hour  in  duration  per  occurance.  All  traffic 
holdups  would  be  controlled  with  proper  traffic  control  devices  and  techniques.  Minor  and  temporary  noise,  dust  and  air 
pollution  disturbances  would  occur. 

C.  (Proposed  Action  Alternative)    All  surfaces  which  have  been  identified  for  this  project  would  be  overlaid  or  paved 
Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  include  overlaying  the  3.2  mile  park  entrance  road  and  main  parking  lot  with  a  two 
;nch  depth  of  asphalt  and  then  chip  sealing  them,  and  applying  new  asphalt  to  two  trailer  parking  lots,  two  picnic  area 

arking  lots,  seven  roadside  pullouts  and  the  campground  perimeter  road.  The  configuration  of  the  park  roadway  at  the 
entrance  area  would  be  realigned,  with  the  dangerous  "Y"  intersection  being  eliminated.  Park  facilities  would  be  enhanced, 
both  from  safety  and  aesthetic  standpoints.  Annual  maintenance  costs  exceeding  $1,500  would  be  eliminated  or  greatly 
reduced  with  surfacing  which  should  not  see  deterioration  for  a  minimum  of  20  years.  A  construction  period,  not  to  exceed 
three  weeks  in  duration,  would  be  necessary  to  implement  this  alternative.  During  this  time  frame,  there  would  be  temporary 
holdups  in  traffic  flow  on  the  main  road  and  in  the  campground,  and  temporary  inconveniences  in  parking  ease,  none  of 
which  would  be  expected  to  surpass  one  hour  in  duration  per  occurance.  All  traffic  holdups  would  be  controlled  with  proper 
traffic  control  devices  and  techniques.  Minor  and  temporary  noise,  dust  and  air  pollution  disturbances  would  occur. 
This  is  the  preferred  alternative. 

3.  Evaluation  and  listing  of  mitigation,  stipulation,  or  other  control  measures  enforceable  by  the  agency  or  another 
government  agency: 

All  contracted  work  will  need  to  comply  with  Department  of  Transportation  and  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  specification:-., 
timeframes  and  bidding  procedures.   Work  would  be  scheduled  to  minimize  impacts  to  park  visitors. 


4.  Based  on  the  significance  criteria  evaluated  in  this  EA,  is  an  EIS  required?  YES  /NO  If  an  EIS  is  not  required,  explain  why 
the  EA  is  the  appropriate  level  of  analysis  for  this  proposed  action: 

An  EA  is  the  appropriate  level  of  analysis  for  this  proposed  action  because  there  are  only  very  minor  impacts  to  the  physical 
and  human  environments.  The  only  change  in  recreational  use  patterns  will  occur  at  the  park  entrance  area  with  the  entrance 
road  being  realigned  to  improve  traffic  flow  and  to  enhance  park  visitor  safety.  All  other  use  patterns  will  remain  unchanged, 
»ith  new  pavement  only  being  added  to  areas  which  have  historically  been  graveled  primary  road  travelways. 
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5.  Describe  the  level  of  public  involvement  for  this  project  if  any  and,  given  the  complexity  and  the  seriousness  of  the 
environmental  issues  associated  with  the  proposed  action,  is  the  level  of  public  involvement  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances? 

The  appropriate  level  of  public  involvement  should  include  publication  of  a  legal  notice  in  3  newspapers  advertising^ 
availability  of  copies  of  the  EA  and  the  dates  of  the  30  day  comment  period.     Public  meetings  could  be  scheduleo  if 
comments  warrant. 

6.  Duration  of  comment  period  if  any: 

The  duration  of  the  comment  period  will  be  for  30  days,  during  which  time  written  and  oral  public  comments  will  be 
accepted.    Dates  of  comment  period  will  run  from  January  3rd  through  February  2nd,  1994. 

7.  Name,  title,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  Person(s)  Responsible  for  Preparing  the  EA: 
Lee  Flath 

Park  Manager 

Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State  Park 

P.O.Box  949 

Three  Forks,  MT  59752 

(406)  287-3541 


! 


( 
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PART  III.    NARRATIVE  EVALUATION  AND  COMMENT 

Full  implementation  of  this  plan  will  allow  for  enhanced  recreational  facilities  for  visitors  to  Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  Stav 
P^rk.    The  safety  and  comfort  of  visitors  will  be  improved.  Maintenance  costs  for  labor  and  road  materials  will  be  greatly 
)uced,  or  in  most  locations  within  the  park  site,  eliminated. 

The  Department  of  Transportation  has  determined  that  with  roadways  experiencing  use  of  over  1  50  vehicles  per  day,  it  is 
more  cost  efficient  to  go  with  a  paved  surfacing,  rather  than  a  gravelled  surfacing.  Liability  and  maintenance  concerns  are 
both  lessened  with  hard  surfacing,  and  aesthetics  and  comfort  are  enhanced. 

The  park  entrance  roadway  at  Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State  Park  is  in  an  advanced  state  of  deterioration,  with  major 
ugrading  needed  immediately.  Without  these  needed  improvements,  all  of  the  existing  asphalt  roadway  could  be  lost,  with 
the  distinct  potential  for  the  loss  of  the  roadway  sub-surface,  as  well.  Costs  for  the  replacement  of  the  entire  existing  paved 
facilities  would  be  sustantially  greater  than  what  an  overlay  reconstruction  would  cost. 

T  ie  long  range  goals  for  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  include  the  availability  of  improved  access  to  Department 
lands  for  increased  recreational  use  and  enjoyment  by  the  general  public,  the  creation  of  a  financially  sound  State  Pari 
system,  and  additional  and  enhanced  educational  opportunities  for  visitors  to  these  lands.  This  project  will  do  much  towarc 
forwarding  these  goals.     Improved  safety,  comfort  and  access  ease  will  mean  additional  visitation,  additional  reveno 
production  and  increased  learning  opportunities  for  those  who  choose  to  visit  Montana's  first  and  most  widely  known  State 
Park. 

In  its  1990  report  to  the  Governor,  the  Montana  State  Park  Futures  Committee  stated  that  capital  improvements,  such  a 
road  preventative  maintenance  and  improvements,  are  the  most  costly  and  pressing  maintenance  needs  facing  the  State  Park 
system.  They  stressed  that  the  longer  the  State  waits  to  address  these  problems,  the  more  costly  will  be  the  project. 

"It  is  vital  to  not  only  stop  the  degredation  of  our  parks,  but  to  do  it  as  quickly  as  is  possible. ..Further  degradation  ano 
inflation  only  add  to  the  price."  -  State  Park  Futures  Committee  Report  to  the  Governor  and  the  52nd  Legislature,  p. 35. 


X 


e  following  provisions  would  be  included  with  any  contract  to  be  awarded: 

A.  Any  construction  occuring  after  the  advent  of  the  general  tourism  season  (May  1,  1994)  will  be  limited  to  a  3  week 
construction  period. 

B.  No  construction  will  take  place  on  weekends  or  holidays. 

C.  All  construction  will  take  place  during  daylight  hours,  and  will  not  exceed  10  hours  per  day. 

D.  Any  needs  to  temporarily  close  roads  or  parking  areas  will  be  adequately  controlled  with  appropriate  traffic  control 
devices,  including  safety  barricades  and  traffic  control  flagmen,  where  applicable. 

E.  All  State  and  Federal  safety  standards  will  be  addressed  and  implemented  using  proper  and  legal  techniques. 


The  following  attachments  are  included  with 
this  report: 

1 .  Site  location  map 

2.  Site  plan  -  Design  and  Construction  Bureau,  DFWP 

3.  Letter  of  archaeological  clearance  -  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

4.  Tourism  report  -  Promotion  Division,  Montana  Department  of  Commerce 


> 


17 


LEWES  &  CLARK  CAVERNS  STATE  FARM. 


0°IROAB  MMNTENANCE  FROMCT0 


rimamnw  jkjev 

MULE 

$HTE 

PAGE 

§M 

ENTRY  RE-ALENMENT 

1 

§15 

OREENTATEON AREA 

J 

§J3 

CAMPGROUNED  EJBOW 

3 

§M 

ENTRY  GATE  AREA 

4 

§M 

MAINTENANCE  SHOP 

5 

§M 

PUEJL-QUT  E 

6 

1.13 

FECK-NIC  AME  A  E 

7 

1.25 

FECK-NEC  AMEA  EE 

7 

1M 

FECK-NEC  AREA  EEE 

e 

135 

PUEJL-QUT  EE 

<6 

2.42 

FULL-OUT  EM 

6 

2.62 

VESTA  OVERLOOK 

9 

$M 

PUEJL-OUT  EV 

(B 

$M 

VESETQRS  CENTER 
(LOWER  FARKENG) 

W 

3M 

VESETQRS  CENTER 
(MAENFAMIKMG) 

11 

U.   HORN 


10/SJ 


slfTg  BTTy    % 


7  COVER*       10 


UMM5   <3f    ugu    pu-'£nE>~>-r. 


-*s 


U*>f  -[ir  ixJxje^ 


MIU6    O^xD 


Ckat-c^-tiPT^ 


I 


(C 


Ape*-  -p?  neef  fi^id  £*»■£>•) 


1^   Mi6ii-iuJ&.Y  V?     l 
02-\^\K^C\Ov\    Ap.6A  . r— 


Afpfie*.  &ul£  '  1  *60-e> 


~         ~ 


erttc'  uitTVJ ; 


Pjg^unefH 


6AKlp^^-<?UhJp        V^OOf. 


i-k-f  -£;    6C-AU? 


TTuTSr^*, 


^  -m?  ca^'C 


\ 


S«» ^- e^lfrflU^   f=UU,-CUff  &pC2>- 


SBC    £XJis&rU>C- 


Jp»4<3i 


ife   pep.    LCt-fclu   <iOUlJrt- 


zo'-o''    ' 


CtVrtJ 


iHA(?et7  .apEiS.   .fet-WJ- 

pv^e-fie-uf^ 


-|fe    Wi^HUaY 


^Mfp-T    ^^"f^  At^A .      ^ 


-^-  /^-v-^ 


\ 


I 


Affflcr*.     feAut     l=iO-0'  ^f  M'U&         D    C»(* 


27   ££>V& 


I 


z&'-cr 


^xr-tr'  *  zO'o" 


^3 

-]2>  Hi^HUA-Y 


iff! 


Afppix    fi£4y 


I 


>f-„MlL^J,v^'. 


ns£ 


.**  Miu£  3.o I 


Puuu-^ufs     1,%, ■&,-&- 


3. 


£ 


I 


-p>     Mi/jMUi-Y 


<v^ 


if* 


Bt    LJKIIT5  Cf*   M6U 


It 


(,£-€>"  *•  uo'-o' 

ZsCCXub  &ffpx>uA    64    pep. 

.S^ppli-Ie^   /!■*  *£iJt--Pe.-£«aC." 


lO'-ar  *  zs'-o" 


-£?    Hl^,UlJA.Y    Jl    1 


*Mil£  I.Z6 

4flpp/7*  6CJW-«.  i"»6o" 


f\0\J\O  AfL£A5        1,111- 


ic-i?"  peep  ^  iff'-o"  i«jic&. 


dsYt: 

He-  UU-1Y&    op  pijv^t^6.UY 


FLu 


1^ 


^i£ 


»rnut-  i-feo 


# 


-p   Hli1HlJ<itT' 


ffeuid-^zea-  \ 


56  Urti-|2>   «f-  (JfcU     f%.v€^rie+-J<' 


A/&    ftp.    WX^L. 


1  )     Uahc-t^  <sve^z.- 


£<l2>.  <5>v^|tu«S>|d. 


f 


.VIATA     Cs/&|Z-LC>e>|£. 


.^pppcx  sd^cii.  r,sD^^-c>^    T*  rnlLc/   C.(jZ,       jf 


(^lar\iax\p.tDepartn\et\t 


of 


I  1993 


cv"        (B  ^ 


MA 


1420  East  Sixth  Avenue 

P0  Box  200701  <-> 

Helena,  Montana  59620-0701 

September  1,  1993  ^iv'Eq 

Marcella  Sherf  y  WeS?1**3** 

State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

State  Historic  Preservation  Program 

Montana  Historical  Society 

225  North  Roberts 

PO  Box  201202 

Helena,  Montana  59620-1202 

Dear  Marcella: 

The  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  is  proposing  to  do 
some  repair  and  maintenance  work  at  Lewis  and  Clark  Caverns  State 
Park  in  Madison  County  (TIN,  R2W,  Section  16).  Road  work  will 
include  resurfacing  existing  asphalt  road  from  entrance  to  the 
Visitors  Center  and  a  new  asphalt  surface  layer  on  the  campground 
loop  and  parking  area.  All  road  repair  and  maintenance  will 
occur  within  the  existing  travelways,  thus  we  feel  this  work  will 
have  a  low  livelihood  of  impacting  any  existing  cultural  sites. 
See  the  attached  maps  for  work  limits . 

Please   provide  us   with  your  comments   regarding  this   project 
Thank  you. 

CONCUR      m c 

Sincerely,  NO  PROPERTIES  OH  OR  EUGISLE 

FOR  NRHP  APPEAR  LiKELV  TQ 
EXIST  WITHIN  PROJECT  IMPACT  AREA 

MONTANA  SHPO 

MICHAEL   HORN  *t«L»53  SIGNED  A*^ 

Design  and  Construction  Bureau      w*/*^-3-** 
Field  Services   Division 

cd 


MONTANA  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT  (MEPA)/HB  495 

TOURISM  REPORT 

The  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  has  initiated  the  review  process  as 
mandated  by  HB  495  and  the  Montana  Environmental  Policy  Act  in  its  consideration  of  the 
project  described  below.  As  part  of  the  review  process,  input  and  comments  are  being 
solicited.  Please  complete  the  project  name  and  project  description  portions  and  submit  this 
form  to: 


Clint  Blackwood,  Tourism  Development  Coordinator 
Montana  Promotion  Division 
Department  of  Commerce 
1424  9th  Avenue 
Helena,  MT  59620-0533 

Project  Name     Lewis    &   Clark   Caverns    State   Park  Roadway   Paving  Project 

Project  Description  The  Lewis   &   Clark  Caverns    State  Park  paving  project  would  repair 
the  existing   3.2  mile   entrance   road   and   the  main  Visitor   Center  parking  lot  with   a 

2   inch  asphalt   overlay   covering   the   existing  pavement   on   these   facilities.      It  would 
also   allow  for   the  new  paving  of   existing  primary   gravel   trayelways,    including   7 
roadway  pullouts,    2   picnic   area  parking   lots,    2   trailer  parking   lots   and   SUU   linear 
yards   of    the   campground   entrance   and  perimeter   road. 


Would  thissite  development  project  have  a  impact  on  the  tourism  economy? 
5  YES  If  YES,  briefly  describe: 
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